I7<>	THE BOMBAY LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL	[ poona
The Hon    the President  observed   that   the  Governor-General's   sanction
presupposed that all objections had been considered and met.
The HOME member then moved for the/rtf reading of the Bill and made a
brie! statement. He said that the Government had stated that they would proceed
through all stages of the Bill in this session. But, under the changed circumstances,
they did not propose to do so. There were a number of amendments. Some of
them raised questions of great importance. The Government were besides very
glad *to observe that the situation in Bombay was not such as would make it
necessary for the Government to exercise powers which the Bill sought. The
speaker sincerely hoped that events would not prove that their anticipations had
not been unduly optimistic. He therefore proposed to refer the Bill to a select
committee if it passed the first reading.
Mr, nariman agreed with the remarks of the Home Member regarding
hooligans and bad characters in Bombay, and said that they should be rounded
in times of emergency, for which the Commissioner of Police, should be given some
power. Referring to the wide powers of the Commissioner of Police under the
Bombay City Police Act, the speaker remarked that the Commissioner seemed to
be the Mussolini of Bombay. A man of the type of Baron, Lloyd would have
paralysed the whole civic life of the city. Section 27 of _ the Bombay City Police
Act gave wider powers to the Commissioner for dealing with such a situation
than the present Bill. He also could not understand the difference between Mavalis
born outside and in the city of Bombay.
Continuing, Mr. Nariman said that the Calcutta Police Act had not a section
corresponding to Section 27 of the Bombay Police Act, and therefore they had
passed the Goonda Bill. H. E. the Governor of Bengal in his speech had
quoted the absence of such a provision in the Calcutta City Police Act as an
excuse far introducing the Goonda Bill.
Th«  Home  Member  intervening said  that the present measure was not a
nda Bill.
Concluding, Mr. Nariman characterised the Bill as one of the blackest of
introduced, and asked whether they wanted to blacken the fair name of the
nleficy. It was a Bill for the destruction of public safety.
Mr GINWALLA pointed out that the subject-matter of the Bill was under
the consideration of the Bombay Riots Inquiry Committee, and it was not proper
for ^tfeein to anticipate its recommendations. What harm was there if they waited
till its recommendations were out ? Then again, the removal of bad characters out
of a particular place was not going to make them good characters. Continuing,
to speaker made a reference to Soviet Russia, whereupon the Home Member
raised a point of order, saying it was not relevant
^ Concluding, Mr.   Ginwalla drew the attention of the Government to the reform
jails, which, he said, was long overdue.
Rao Bahadur Kale observed that precautions ought to have been  taken  in the
lo see that the High Court had jurisdication to decide the merits or demerits
ail cwier of the Police Commissioner for the removal of any person from the
area.
Mr.   Swaminarayan, opposing the measure, said that the Bill was specially
nt ended to deal with leaders of the trade unions.
Mr.   Hotson, intervening, said that they already came under Section 27 of the
r©itae Act, as bemg members of a gang. (Laughter).
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r,   Swamiiurayan, in concluding, said that the Government had  already
s wier the City Police Act, and there was no necessity for the Bill.
te, Lalfee Naranji (Indian Merchants' Chamber), supporting the Bill, said that
^ was formerly regarded as one of the best places for peace and communal
It was tfar misfortune that the Bill had been necessitated.
, replying, assured that he would not have brought the Bill
hadrsuSdentP°wers-   They had examined the Bombay
applicable only to gangs,

